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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 1/25/2008, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. A new ground of rejection is set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1 ) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41 .31 followed 
by an appeal brief under 37 CFR 41 .37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee and 
appeal brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth 
in 37 CFR 41 .20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant 
must pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 

A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by 
signing below: 

A/ivek Srivastava/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1 -4, 8-10,12,1 4-1 5, 1 8-22, 24-29, 31 , 33-36 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Farrand (US 2003/0193619). 

Claims 1 and 10, Farrand teaches an audio/video source component, 
comprising: 

• a processor (1 80) (paragraph [0078]); and 

• a data manager (i.e. for logging usage) executable by the processor (1 80), the data manager adapted 
to monitor presentation of A/V program data requested by a user via a presentation device (channels 
watch, websites visited) (paragraph [0079]), 

• the data manager adapted to automatically retrieve AA/ program data related to the monitored AA/ 
program data (related-content) from an archival storage system (content may be stored at NOC, or 
home media server) in response to presentation of the monitored AA/ program data to the user 
(paragraphs [0078]-[0081], [0097]). 

Claims 2, 14, Farrand teaches the component of claim 1, wherein the data 
manager is adapted to transmit the monitored A/V program data to a sink component 
(user device) coupled to the presentation device (i.e. display device, 171) (paragraphs 
[0067], [0093]). 
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Claim 3, Farrand teaches the component of claim 1 , wherein the data manager is 
adapted to receive a request (automatically record) for the monitored A/V program data 
from a sink component (user device) coupled to the presentation device (display device) 
(paragraphs [0079], [0093]). 

Claims 4, 1 2, 24, 31 , Farrand teaches the component of claim 1 , wherein the 
data manager is adapted to identify the related A/V program data (shows watched on a 
regular basis) via a recordation time of the monitored A/V program data (paragraph 
[0079]). 

Claim 8, 25, 36, Farrand teaches the component of claim 1 , wherein the archival 
storage system comprises an optical media storage system (paragraph [0154]). 

Claim 9, 33-34, Farrand teaches the component of claim 1, wherein the data 
manager is adapted to determine whether A/V program data related to the monitored 
A/V program data resides in the archival storage system (i.e. at the NOC or home 
media server) (paragraphs [0080]-[0081]). Users may use the NOC as back up storage. 
Data manager (NOC) is able to keep track of content stored. 

Claim 15 is analyzed as a method of claim 10. 
Claim 18 is analyzed as a method of claim 12. 
Claim 19 is analyzed as a method of claim 14. 
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Claim 20 is analyzed as a method of claim 3. 
Claim 21 is analyzed as a method of claim 9. 



Claim 22, note the discussion of claim 1 above. Farrand teaches an audio/video 
source component, comprising: 

• the data manager (NOC) adapted to receive A/V program data (usage log) for storage in memory (at 
NOC) (paragraph [0078]), 

• the data manager adapted to determine whether A/V program data (usage log) resides in memory 
related to the received AA/ program data (user requests) and, if related data resides in memory (i.e. 
user requesting programs on a regular basis shown by usage log), automatically transfer either the 
received A/V program data or the related AA/ program data to an archival storage system (storage at 
home media server) based on a broadcast sequence (viewing of a regular basis) of the received A/V 
program data and the related A/V program data (paragraphs [0079], [0097]). There is no 
distinguishing between AN program data and received AN program data. They are interpreted 
broadly. 



Claim 26, Farrand teaches the component of claim 22, wherein the data manager 
is adapted to automatically transfer the received A/V program data (user regularly 
watched programs) to the archival storage system (home media server storage) if the 
received A/V program data represents a later broadcast (non-broadcast periods of time) 
(paragraphs [0079], [0097]). Non-broadcast periods of times are interpreted broadly as 
being later or before the broadcast. 
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Claim 27, Farrand teaches the component of claim 22, wherein the data manager 
is adapted to automatically transfer the related A/V program data (related broadcast 
schedule) to the archival storage system (home media server storage) if the received 
A/V program data represents an earlier broadcast (non-broadcast periods of time) 
(paragraphs [0079], [0097]). Non-broadcast periods of times are interpreted broadly as 
being later or before the broadcast. 

Claim 28, 35, Farrand teaches the component of claim 22, wherein the data 
manager is adapted to initiate transmission of the received A/V program data to a sink 
component (user device, i.e. television) in response to a request received from the sink 
component (i.e. the user requesting for a re-download) (paragraphs [0080]-[0081]). 

Claim 29, Farrand teaches an audio/video component networking system, 
comprising: 

• a sink component (user device, i.e. 192, 193, 194, or 195) adapted to present A/V program data to a 
user via a presentation device (i.e. display device, television, 135) (paragraphs [0006], [0093]); and 

• a source component (180) adapted to monitor presentation of the A/V program data via the 
presentation device (i.e. 171) by the sink component (i.e. 192) (paragraph [0059]-[0060], [0079]), 

• the source component (180) adapted to automatically retrieve (i.e. from Internet) A/V program data 
related to the presented A/V program data from an archival storage system (Internet servers) in 
response to presentation (i.e. what a user is viewing) of the presented AA/ program data (paragraphs 
[0079]-[0081]). The NOC monitors the users viewing habits and may retrieve related content over the 
internet and transmit it to the home media server. Because content may be downloaded from the 
Internet, it is broadly interpreted as an archival storage unit. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5, 1 3, 1 7, 23, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Farrand (US 2003/0193619) in view of Jeffers et al. (US 4739510). 

Claim 5, 13, 23, 30, Farrand is silent regarding the component wherein the data 
manager is adapted to identify the related A/V program data via header data of the 
monitored A/V program data. 

Jeffers teaches the component wherein the data manager is adapted to identify 
the related A/V program data (program-related information) via header data of the 
monitored A/V program data (col. 4, lines 37-45). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided program-related data in headers as 
taught by Jeffers to the broadcast monitoring system of Farrand to identify data and 
group address and sync information to the receiving unit (col. 4, lines 14-62). 

Claim 17 is analyzed as a method of claim 13. 
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6. Claims 6, 1 1 , 1 6, 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Farrand (US 2003/0193619) in view of White (US 2002/0056098). 

Claim 6, 1 1 , 32, Farrand is silent regarding the component of claim 1 , wherein 
the data manager is adapted to automatically transfer the monitored A/V program data 
to the archival storage system if a presentation time for the monitored A/V program data 
exceeds a predetermined period. 

White teaches the component (10) wherein the data manager (21) is adapted to 
automatically transfer (e.g. add channels to recent channel map) the monitored A/V 
program data (e.g. channel being viewed) to the archival storage system (e.g. memory 
in the processing system for storing recent channels) if a presentation time for the 
monitored A/V program data exceeds a predetermined period (e.g. if a channel is being 
view for more than 20 seconds) (see fig. 4,9, paragraphs [0031], [0034], [0054], and 
[0065]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided a technique determine if a user is 
purposefully viewing a channel/program as taught by White to the monitoring system of 
Farrand to prevent the creation of inaccurate related program data (paragraph [0065]). 

Claim 16 is analyzed as a method of claim 11. 
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(US 2003/01 9361 9) in view of Ochiai et al. 
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103(a) as being unpatentable over Farrand 
(US 7171677). 



Claim 7, Farrand is silent regarding the component of claim 1 , wherein the data 
manager is adapted to automatically transfer the monitored A/V program data to the 
archival storage system based on a memory capacity. 

Ochiai teaches the component wherein the data manager (7) is adapted to 
automatically transfer (e.g. select for recording) the monitored A/V program data (e.g. 
broadcast programs) to the archival storage system (3 or 4) based on a memory 
capacity, (i.e. whichever memory unit has a sufficient amount of memory available) (see 
column 5, lines 38-54). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided logically networked memory system as 
taught by Ochiai to the home network system of Farrand because it allows user to not 
pay his/her attention to which memory is being utilized, the network handles this 
process under self-control (column 6, lines 24-31). 

Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MUSHFIKH ALAM whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1710. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri: 8:30-18:00 EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on (571) 272-7304. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/Vivek Srivastava/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



